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Response 224
 Re:  The proposed opening of a fixed net fishery in the Salcombe Kingsbridge Estuary
Dear Sirs or Mesdames,

I have a doctorate in Microbiology and spent part of my BSc course at The Marine Biology Laboratory of the University of Plymouth.  I am a member of the Kingsbridge Natural History Society and passionate about the ecology of the area and wildlife in general.

I also realise that we are in a climate and nature emergency and action needs to be taken URGENTLY - which means NOW. 
.
The D&S IFCA should know about the nature emergency and so I am puzzled by this application to change a bylaw which would cause a clear risk of damaging the valuable sea bass and mullet populations of Devon. With its official designation as a sea bass nursery area, the Salcombe/Kingsbridge Estuary must not be opened to an increase in fixed net fishing. There are also risks to biologically valuable sea grass beds and to bycatch of wildfowl and other creatures living in this fragile environment. I have personally filmed otter in the estuary, and even this mammal would be at risk of entanglement in fixed nets. I strongly oppose the proposal to open a fixed net fishery.

The D&S IFCA should surely be obliged to reduce their use of nets - not increase it.  Has it considered the win-win solution of off-shore Mussel farming? 

I quote from the following publication from the University of Plymouth:
 https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Simon-Pittman/publication/334895410_Bivalves_boost_biodiversity/links/5d6450f8458515d610265bb0/Bivalves-boost-biodiversity.pdf

‘The development potential for sustainable food production in the ocean is vast, with aquaculture capable of meeting global seafood demand using less than 0.015% of the total ocean area.
In addition to food supply, there is also growing awareness of the potential wider ecosystem benefits of bivalve aquaculture, including regulating services such as nutrient remediation, carbon sequestration and coastal defence’

Further, an article in the Guardian: ‘A happy food chain: can mussel farming restore the UK’s damaged coastline?’ also gives an excellent review of the benefits of off- shore mussel farming:
https://www.theguardian.com/environment/2022/mar/05/can-mussel-farming-restore-the-uks-damaged-coastline-aoe

Thus, Mussel cultivation has great benefits for the environment and for the health of those who add them to their dinner menus. It would also provide significant income to compensate the down turn in pot fishing. 

Yours faithfully,

 Vivienne Mugford

PS.  As an avid beach cleaner, having organised beach cleans for the Marine Conservation Society, I am pleased to find a reduction of plastics on local sea and estuary beaches, since David Attenborough’s landmark final episode of Blue Planet II in 2018.

What does remain, as 90% of the plastic collected, is commercial fishing gear, especially the off-cuts of (mostly green) netting.  This seems to suggest that the fishing industry does not care. I hope it can prove me wrong and start working for nature.
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Dear D&S IFCA





Within regards to the Formal Public Consultation Proposal, I would like to submit my objection to the proposed ‘opening of a six-month fixed net fishery within Salcombe Estuary (subject to range of management measures)’. As a keen mullet angler, who spends yearly family holidays in the Salcombe area, I'm in agreement with the arguments offered by the Angling Trust and others who oppose the proposal. Permitting netting would be a mistake, and will inevitably impact recreational sea angling, and by extension, visitor spending in the local economy.












Kind Regards





Kevin
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Mr A C Evans


25 Shire Close


Paignton


Devon


TQ47SW





07845703753





	I would just like to express my opposition to the proposed changes to Netting permits within the Salcombe estuary. I myself am a recreational angler that has fished the Salcombe estuary for over 40 years. Over this time I have seen it exploited and deteriorate to a point where it was not worth travelling from my local area of Torbay to fish it. Thankfully it has now become a mecca for recreational anglers and through my exploits as a YouTuber, blogger and Facebook group manager I am able to witness how important it is both locally and nationally to many individuals/disciplines of the angling community. Please do not allow this jewel in your crown to be decimated once again. The populations of Bass, Mullet, Plaice and in particularly Gilthead Bream draw people from far and wide to the surrounding areas generating not just an income for the local tackle industry but the local community as a whole.


	I find it totally abhorent that an 18% mortality rate for bass is considered acceptable. I thought our local estuaries were bass nursery areas? What about the conservation issues here? Secondly how will this be policed, it pains me to say there are not enough resources to do this and the commercial fishing sector will not police itself. We all know where money is involved under the cover of darkness rules will be broken as the risk of being caught and prosecution will be at best minimal.


	What about other by catch? Why are you only concerned about bass. Surely Gilthead Bream and other species will be ensnarled in the nets?





	To summarise I am not an expert on commercial fishing and its idiosyncrasies but I know through first hand experienced within the catchment area how netting wether within or outside of the estuary can decimate fish populations and the local areas ability to sustain recreational angling. Please do not allow this to go ahead it will not only effect fish populations within the estuary itself but the surrounding coast.





Thank you for your consideration





Adrian Evans
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		TDC Staff

		To

		Consultation
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		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



Dear Sir/Madam, 





 





Thanks for this email. Please see Teign Diving Centre’s responses to the relevant topics below:-





 





Topic 2: A Prohibition of Commercial Netting – Emsstrom Angling Zone





 





1.                  What is your specific interest in the proposed prohibition of commercial netting in the Emsstom Angling Zone?





As a Scuba Diving Centre, Teign Diving Centre dive the MV Emsstrom regularly throughout the year, and we see the effects the nets cause first hand, as well as having to manage the risk of entanglement of our divers too.





 





2.                  Will you be impacted (positively or negatively), financially or otherwise, by this change – how and why?





We would be positively impacted by the prohibition of netting (both commercial and recreational) as in 2023 we had 4 separate occasions of near entanglement – minor entanglement of divers on the Emsstrom during our dive trips. As the nets used were monofilament, in low visibility/low light conditions, divers were unable to see these nets until they were inches from them, and on two occasions swam into the net and had to be untangled from it. As they were place in the centre of the wreck, trailing past the hull, over the entirety of the hull, across part of the deck, rigging, and beyond, there is a large risk of entanglement for divers. There is also a large risk of losing the net as ghost gear due to the amount of cables/rigging it had strewn over and would be hard to remove once entangled in the wreck. If there is no netting allowed on the wreck, which is notoriously a more challenging dive due to the wreck being on its side with all cables in place, there would be significantly less risk of incidents with divers in the water. 





 





3.                  In what ways will the commercial and/or recreational fishing sector be impacted (positively or negatively) by this change – how and why?





I believe that both sectors would be impacted minimally – Torbay is a large area, and there are many other netting options that have less risk of losing their gear on due to fewer entanglement hazards for the netting. 





 





4.                  In what ways will the natural environment and/or fish stocks be impacted (positively or negatively) by this change – how and why?





The dive site is home to both juvenile and adult conger eels which are inevitably caught in these nets. This site is also home to many crustaceans, many of which we’ve seen horrendously caught up in these nets due to the way they have draped across the wreck. The by-catch on the wreck would be very large given that it’s home to lots of different species, and also the risk of damage to the protected Pink Sea Fans which are growing on this wreck by the netting is very high whilst netted. If line and pole caught, the risk of by catch is minimal, and there is no real risk to the Pink Sea Fans growing on this site. 





 





5.            Do you have any other comments relating to topic 2? 





No.





 





Topic 4: A Prohibition of Recreational Netting – Emsstrom Angling Zone





Please see answers above, they are the same for Topic 4 from Teign Diving Centre.





 





With thanks, 





 





Jess.





Dive Centre Manager.





 





 





 





Teign Diving Centre





"Serving Divers With Professional and Quality Kit Since 1992”





Follow us on Facebook | Twitter | Google+ |www.teigndivingcentre.co.uk





Tel: 01626 773965





 





Teign Diving Centre is a trading name of Dive Centre Ltd registered in England and Wales No. 3532259. 
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Review of the Netting Permit Conditions

Formal Public Consultation Proposals





*	Amendments to Commercial Permit Conditions (Category One)


*	Amendments to Recreational Permit Conditions (Category Two)






What is this about?

D&S IFCA is inviting you to respond to the formal public consultation on proposed amendments to existing commercial and recreational Netting Permit Conditions. To make changes to the Permit Conditions, D&S IFCA must follow a process that includes formal public consultation.
We are directly contacting everyone on our (email) mailing list to lay out how to respond. We are also  writing to permit holders that have not provided us with an email address. Your view is important, and we also encourage you to forward this information or to notify others that may have an interest in the formal public consultation. 
All stakeholders (for example fishermen with permits, recreational anglers, organisations, or anyone with an interest in the marine environment) can respond to each part of this formal public consultation (sections 1, 2 and 3) even if they do not conduct commercial or recreational netting within the D&S IFCA’s District.  Information is available on the D&S IFCA’s website to support this formal public consultation together with details on how you can respond. The formal public consultation begins on 1st December 2023 and will end on 19th January 2024. This circular includes a privacy notice relating to the protection of personal information.

Summary of Proposed Changes

Each of the proposed changes are explained in more detail within this circular; however in summary, the formal public consultation focuses on the following:

Proposed Changes: Commercial fishermen using nets. 





*	The opening of a six-month fixed net fishery within Salcombe Estuary (subject to range of management measures).


*	The prohibition of commercial netting in the area defined as the Emsstrom Angling Code of Conduct, in the Torbay area.  





Proposed Changes: Recreational fishermen using nets. 





*	This includes a series of changes including the introduction of bag limits, an increase in the authorised net length, and requirements relating to combining nets (from a single vessel).


*	The prohibition of recreational netting in the area defined in the Emsstrom Angling Code of Conduct, in the Torbay area.  





 
Other Content - Seeking Your Views:

This formal public consultation will also gather your views on the following: 





*	Maximum soak times for nets at sea to address the issue of abandoned or lost gear.


*	The introduction of Minimum Conservation Reference Sizes for selected finfish species.





The Process for Change

The Permit Conditions are flexible and can be amended by following the process set out in the Netting Permit Byelaw. The D&S IFCA’s Byelaw and Permitting Sub-Committee (B&PSC) has the responsibility of reviewing the management of fishing activities and byelaw permit conditions. A list of B&PSC Members can be found on D&S IFCA’s website or by clicking here.

Information provided to the B&PSC

During this review, the B&PSC has been presented with information and evidence, including the documented findings of previous engagement work (pre-consultation responses gathered from 19th May 2023 to 30th June 2023). At Sub-Committee meetings held in public on 31st August 2023 and 16th November 2023, Members of the B&PSC determined what would be proposed in the formal public consultation that may result in changes to the Netting Permit Conditions. Officers’ papers, reports and the minutes from B&PSC meetings are published on D&S IFCA’s website (Authority Meetings Tab and Section B of the website Resource Library).
The findings of this formal public consultation will be documented and discussed by the Members of the B&PSC before any changes are made to the Netting Permit Conditions.  If changes are agreed, by the B&PSC they will come into force during 2024.

Your Response

We have included some prompts to help you set out your response, but this is not a questionnaire. Your response can be as detailed as you wish and relate to all or any of the proposed changes. We very much encourage you to explain the reasons for your views and provide supporting information, if you have any, so that all the information can be considered in the decision-making process.
Responses sent by email or letters are preferred, however you can also telephone us or meet with us in person if you prefer.
It is useful for us if every response contains the following information: 





A.	Your name and contact details (if not already on our mailing list).


B.	What interest do you (or your organisation) have in netting activity and this review?


C.	How were you made aware of this formal public consultation? (e.g., by this circular, D&S IFCA’s website, D&S IFCA Facebook, from someone else, or other source).





Sending in your response/contacting us 





1.	Contact us via email – consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk


2.	Write to us: D&S IFCA, Brixham Laboratory, Freshwater Quarry, Brixham, TQ5 8BA.


3.	Call us to find out more about the formal consultation – 01803 854648 (Extension 856)





*	This information gathering exercise begins on 1st December 2023 and ends on 19th January 2024.






The Proposed Changes – Detailed Information

The proposed changes are split into three sections and are accompanied with the B&PSC’s rationale for change. The first section focusses on commercial netting, the second section relates to recreational netting, and the final section is to seek your views on potential changes, that are not as yet clearly defined, but may be introduced and potentially apply to both fishing sectors.

Section 1: Changes Relevant to Commercial Netting Activity (Category One Netting Permits)

Topic 1: The opening of a fixed net fishery in the Salcombe Estuary

The Salcombe Estuary is located on the south coast of Devon, between Bolt Head and Prawle Point. The Salcombe Estuary is a ria (having very little freshwater input). The current Netting Permit Conditions (introduced in 2018) define the extent of this estuary and to the landward of the closing line (Splatcove Point to Limebury Point) no fixed or drift netting is permitted.
The Members of the B&PSC are proposing the opening of a fixed net fishery to target grey mullet species, with a bycatch of bass, gilthead bream and a few other fish species. The bycatch of bass can only be landed in January.
The Members of the B&PSC are aware that Salcombe Estuary is a bass nursery area (active between 30th April and 1st January), and that other legislation is applicable including a requirement for commercial fishermen to have an authorisation from the Marine Management Organisation to catch, retain, and land bass.  National legislation prohibits any bass to be taken commercially or recreationally in February and March.

B&PSC’s Rationale for Change

The rationale of the B&PSC Members for the opening of a fixed net fishery within the Salcombe Estuary is as follows: 





*	That the B&PSC considers that a mortality rate of 18.8% of bass, caught during the netting trials within Salcombe Estuary is acceptable.





  





*	That the B&PSC recognises a reported decline in profitability in pot fisheries.





  





*	That the B&PSC supports providing opportunities for commercial fishermen to diversify and boost their winter income by participating in a limited netting fishery within the Salcombe Estuary.





  





*	That the B&PSC recognises that sea trout are present at an unknown scale, for feeding purposes, in the Salcombe Estuary but it is not a known migratory route.






The Proposed Management Measures (A to J): 





A.	The maximum size of vessel shall be six metres in overall length.


B.	The net fishery will be open from 1st October to 31st March.


C.	The net fishery will include the whole of Salcombe Estuary within the current estuary closing line.


D.	Bass caught in fixed nets within Salcombe Estuary during January can be landed[1] providing the bass is above 42cm in length.


E.	A maximum of two nets can be fished from a permitted vessel in the Salcombe Estuary.


F.	Each net shall not exceed 200 metres in length.


G.	The minimum mesh size for each net is 100 mm.


H.	The maximum soak time for each net is 60 minutes.


I.	All vessels must have a IVMS unit fitted that is fully functioning at all times.


J.	All nets must be tagged (potentially blue tooth sensors placed on each end of the nets).





Note: D&S IFCA’s Officers have been tasked to test the performance of electronic tags in an estuary setting and will report this information to the B&PSC.
The Members of the B&PSC are also seeking your views on their proposal to introduce minimum conservation reference sizes (MCRS) for mullet species and gilthead bream, which is detailed in section 3 (topic 5).

Topic 1: Your Response – Fixed netting in the Salcombe Estuary:

You can choose how to set out your response; however, the following questions (any or all) act as prompts and may help you set out your response and may help Officers to collate your views. Please provide any information that may support your view. 





1.	What is your specific interest in Salcombe Estuary?


2.	Will you be impacted (positively or negatively) financially or otherwise, by this change – how and why?


3.	In what ways will the commercial and/or recreational fishing sector be impacted (positively or negatively), by this change – how and why?


4.	In what ways will the natural environment and/or fish stocks be impacted (positively or negatively) by this change – how and why?


5.	Do you have any other comments relating to topic 1?





Topic 2: A Prohibition of Commercial Netting – Emsstrom Angling Zone

The MV Emsstrom is a 77m vessel which sank in 2013 approximately 2.5 nautical miles east - northeast of Hopes Nose, Torquay in 23m of water. In recognition of the significance of the MV Emsstrom to the local recreational sea angling (RSA) community, the Authority established this site as one of the Angling Zones using the boundaries set up by the original exclusion zone. The code of conduct introduced voluntary restrictions to exclude recreational and commercial netting and potting, leaving the relatively small area open to anglers and divers.  Members of the B&PSC are aware that, despite the voluntary code of conduct, commercial netting activity is now taking place on the wreck.
Members of the B&PSC are proposing that all netting activity (commercial and recreational) is prohibited in the area defined as the Emsstrom Wreck Angling Zone. This would be reflected in the Netting Permit Conditions. The co-ordinates of the site as are as follows:

50° 28.17’ N    003° 24.86’ W             50° 28.10’ N    003° 24.76’ W
50° 28.03’ N    003° 24.86’ W             50° 28.10’ N    003° 24.97’ W
 
B&PSC’s Rationale for Change

The B&PSC has taken the view that it is not economically vital to the commercial sector to continue netting on the wreck. The voluntary code is not being recognised and therefore the voluntary measures should be replaced with enforceable measures as conditions in the Netting Permit Conditions.

Topic 2: Your Response – A Prohibition of Commercial Netting – Emsstrom Angling Zone:

The questions below may help you with your response and may help Officers to collate your views. 





1.	What is your specific interest in the proposed prohibition of commercial netting in the Emsstom Angling Zone?


2.	Will you be impacted (positively or negatively), financially or otherwise, by this change – how and why?


3.	In what ways will the commercial and/or recreational fishing sector be impacted (positively or negatively) by this change – how and why?


4.	In what ways will the natural environment and/or fish stocks be impacted (positively or negatively) by this change – how and why?


5.	Do you have any other comments relating to topic 2?





Section 2: Changes Relevant to Recreational Netting Activity (Category Two Netting Permits)

Topic 3: Net length (at sea), Bag Limits and Combining Nets

The current recreational netting permits authorise the use of one net at sea that must not exceed 25 metres in length, which must be clearly marked and tagged. The recreational netting permit conditions also include bag limits for shellfish species (lobster, spiny lobster, edible crab, and spider crab). Recreational netters can take sand eel at sea and in an estuary (a single seine net of 20 metres in length is authorised within an estuary), but there is no bag limit in place for sand eel.
The Members of the B&PSC are proposing to increase the length of net that can be used at sea from 25 metres to 50 metres. The recreational netting permit conditions will clarify that the length of net excludes any attachments. The Members of the B&PSC are proposing to introduce bag limits for sand eel and selected finfish species to add to the shellfish bag limits that are already in place. The bag limits will apply per permit holder, per calendar day.
Some recreational netters work with others that also have a recreational netting permit, such as friends or family members and operate from the same vessel. It is possible for recreational netters to work together on a single vessel. It is possible to join nets together to make longer lengths, providing all recreational permit holders are present and tags are used as required. D&S IFCA has produced Policy & Clarification documentation relating to the use of multiple recreational netting permits on a single vessel.
The Members of the B&PSC are proposing that recreational netters should be able to work nets together from a single vessel and combine the nets; however, this would be limited to a maximum joined length of 100 metres.

B&PSC’s Rationale for Change

At the time of writing, there are 64 Category Two (recreational) permits that are valid. The Members of the B&PSC recognise that the needs of commercial and recreational netters are different and the existing measures for recreational netters are relatively restrictive. The current bag limit for shellfish was an Authority decision and based on a reasonable take for personal consumption. The level of crab and lobster that can be removed each calendar day has been applied across other recreational permits – potting and diving. The proposed Mobile Fishing Permit Byelaw (currently undergoing quality assurance) includes a recreational bag limit for sand eel taken by a sand eel trawl of 15kg per calendar day, and  this is  an opportunity to be consistent by amending the recreational netting permit conditions. The Members of the B&PSC also recognise that the number of plaice and rays being proposed as a bag limit aligns with the level set in the Skerries Bank Angling Code of Conduct.
Regarding groups of species, the B&PSC has accepted that a tighter definition of species is not required, for example, sole will include dover sole, lemon sole, and sand sole. The same approach applies for ray species. Members recognised that national restrictions for small eyed ray are only applicable to commercial fishers. The B&PSC considers the proposals to represent a balanced package of management measures for those conducting netting on a recreational basis.

Topic 3: The Proposed Management Measures: 





A.	A maximum length of net of 50 metres per permit holder.


B.	Combined nets will be a maximum of 100 metres in total length.


C.	10 plaice per permit holder, per calendar day.


D.	3 rays (any species) per permit holder, per calendar day.


E.	5 sole (any species) per permit holder, per calendar day.


F.	A limit of 15kg for sand eel per permit holder, per calendar day.





(The Permit Conditions will be amended to clarify that net lengths do not include attachments)

Topic 3: Your Response – Net length (at sea), Bag Limits and Combining Nets

The following questions may help you set out your response and may help Officers to collate your views. 





1.	What is your specific interest in the proposed management measures for recreational netting?


2.	Will you be impacted (positively or negatively), financially or otherwise, by this change – how and why?


3.	In what ways will the commercial and/or recreational fishing sector be impacted (positively or negatively) by this change – how and why?


4.	In what ways will the natural environment and/or fish stocks be impacted (positively or negatively) by this change – how and why?


5.	Do you have any other comments relating to topic 3?





Topic 4: A Prohibition of Recreational Netting – Emsstrom Angling Zone

The MV Emsstrom is a 77m vessel which sank in 2013 approximately 2.5 nautical miles east - northeast of Hopes Nose, Torquay in 23m of water. In recognition of the significance of the MV Emsstrom to the local recreational sea angling (RSA) community the Authority established this site as one of the Angling Zones using the boundaries set up by the original exclusion zone. The code of conduct introduced voluntary restrictions to exclude recreational and commercial netting and potting, leaving the relatively small area open to anglers and divers.   Members of the B&PSC are aware that, despite the voluntary code of conduct, commercial netting activity is now taking place on the wreck.
Members of the B&PSC are proposing that all netting activity (recreational and commercial) is prohibited in the area defined as the Emsstrom Wreck Angling Zone. This would be reflected in the Netting Permit Conditions. The co-ordinates of the site as are as follows:
50° 28.17’ N    003° 24.86’ W             50° 28.10’ N    003° 24.76’ W
50° 28.03’ N    003° 24.86’ W             50° 28.10’ N    003° 24.97’ W

B&PSC’s Rationale for Change

The voluntary code is not being adhered to and therefore the voluntary measures should be replaced with enforceable measures as conditions in the Netting Permit Conditions. The Members of the B&PSC have taken the view that if the site is potentially restricted to commercial netting, the same should apply to the recreational netting sector.

Topic 4: Your Response – A Prohibition of Recreational Netting – Emsstrom Angling Zone:

The questions below may help you with your response and may help Officers to collate your views. 





1.	What is your specific interest in the proposed prohibition of recreational netting in the Emsstom Angling Zone?


2.	Will you be impacted (positively or negatively), financially or otherwise, by this change – how and why?


3.	In what ways will the commercial and/or recreational fishing sector be impacted (positively or negatively) by this change – how and why?


4.	In what ways will the natural environment and/or fish stocks be impacted (positively or negatively) by this change – how and why?


5.	Do you have any other comments relating to topic 4?






Section 3: Seeking Your Views – MCRS and Soak Times of Nets (at sea)

The introduction of additional Minimum Conservation Reference Sizes (MCRS) and a maximum soak time of nets (at sea) could be applied to both commercial and recreational netting permits. The Members of the B&PSC are seeking your views on both topics. The inclusion of MCRS for the species set out below could be limited to the proposed commercial netting within the Salcombe Estuary or potentially applied across the whole District.

Topic 5: Introducing Additional Minimum Conservation Reference Sizes

The current Netting Permit Conditions do include Minimum Conservation Reference Sizes (MCRS) for a range of shellfish species and include a MCRS for bass (42cm). In determining the proposal to open a commercial fixed net fishery in the Salcombe Estuary, the Members of the B&PSC are proposing to implement a MCRS for grey mullet species and gilthead bream. A MCRS could be limited to the Salcombe Estuary or applied District wide.
There are different MCRS for finfish that apply around the coast and in different IFCA districts. The Byelaws (restrictions) that apply are of different ages, with some inherited from preceding Sea Fisheries Committees. The evidence used to introduce the different MCRS also varies.
D&S IFCA Officers will gather evidence relating to sexual maturity and examine the different approaches used to determine the most appropriate MCRS and report this to the B&PSC. However, your view is welcomed as set out in the questions below.
 
Topic 5: Your Response – MCRS for Grey Mullet Species & Gilthead Bream

Grey Mullet Species 





1.	What is your view on introducing MCRS for grey mullet species in the Netting Permit Conditions?


2.	What is your view on applying the MCRS to:





a) the net fishery in the Salcombe Estuary as proposed in Topic 1; or
b) the whole District? 





3.	What is your view on applying a generic MCRS for grey mullet or applying different MCRSs for each of the grey mullet species? (thin lipped, thick lipped and golden grey mullet).





4.	What in your view should the size or sizes be and why?





5.	Will you be impacted (positively or negatively), financially or otherwise, by this change – how and why?





6.	In what ways will the commercial and/or recreational fishing sector be impacted (positively or negatively) by this change – how and why?





7.	In what ways will the natural environment and/or fish stocks be impacted (positively or negatively) by this change – how and why?





Please provide any supporting information or evidence if you have any.

Gilthead Bream 





8.	What is your view on introducing MCRS for gilthead bream into the Netting Permit Conditions?





9.	What is your view on applying the MCRS to:





a) the net fishery in the Salcombe Estuary as proposed in Topic 1; or
b) to the whole District? 





10.	What in your view should the MCRS for gilthead bream be and why?





11.	Will you be impacted (positively or negatively), financially or otherwise, by this change – how and why?





12.	In what ways will the commercial and/or recreational fishing sector be impacted (positively or negatively) by this change – how and why?





13.	In what ways will the natural environment and/or fish stocks be impacted (positively or negatively) by this change – how and why?





Please provide any supporting information or evidence if you have any.
Do you have any other comments relating to topic 5?

Topic 6: Soak Times for Nets (at sea)

This is the final topic in this formal netting consultation.

Lost, discarded, and abandoned gear is a significant environmental concern to many, and the B&PSC has been informed that there has been an increase in reports relating to this issue. Abandoned, lost, or discarded fishing gear is associated with sensitive species entanglements and ghost fishing, and tackling this issue is recognised in the draft Bass and Crab and Lobster Fisheries Management Plans.
The B&PSC has recognised that Officers will explore funding opportunities to help with retrieval and disposal and the Members of the B&PSC have agreed that it would be appropriate for D&S IFCA to address the issue through the Netting Permit Conditions. 





*	The B&PSC is proposing to introduce a maximum soak time for nets.





If the Permit Holder, who is operating the net is identifiable, it would be their responsibility to retrieve the net. The national roll out of vessel monitoring will assist monitoring and enforcement of any such measure applied to Category One Netting Permit Conditions.

Topic 6: Your Response – Maximum Soak Times for Nets 





1.	What is your specific interest in the proposed introduction of maximum soak times for nets at sea?


2.	What is your view on what would be the maximum soak time for nets and why?


3.	What is your view on applying this permit condition to both the commercial and recreational netting sector?


4.	Will you be impacted (positively or negatively), financially or otherwise, by this change – how and why?


5.	In what ways will the commercial and/or recreational fishing sector be impacted (positively or negatively) by this change – how and why?


6.	In what ways will the natural environment and/or fish stocks be impacted (positively or negatively) by this change – how and why?


7.	Do you have any other comments relating to topic 6?





Please provide any supporting information or evidence if you have any

What do we do with your information – Privacy Policy.
We protect any personal data that you may provide. Any personal data submitted in this information collecting process will not be shared with other organisations or placed in the public domain. The content of responses will be summarised and anonymised where appropriate for documenting in reports that will be presented to the Byelaw & Permitting Sub-Committee and published on our website.
D&S IFCA has a privacy policy which can be found by visiting our website (home page) www.devonandsevernifca.gov.uk 





*	You can change your preferences at any time.


*	We have a duty to consult with D&S IFCA Permit Holders.


*	You can manage your preferences by contacting D&S IFCA. 





Background Reports & Papers (Links) and keeping you informed.
Reports and Officers’ papers of most significance to this review of the Netting Permit Conditions are available on D&S IFCA’s website: 





*	The Authority Meetings Tab


*	Section B of the D&S IFCA Website Resource Library





We regularly post information about our work on our website/Facebook. Direct communication is often the best way to help you stay informed about our work and to highlight the opportunities for you to have your say on a range of topics or issues. If you are not already on our mailing list, then you can get yourself added by contacting D&S IFCA. You will then be directly notified of all our consultations.
End. 





  





  _____  



[1] A bass authorisation for netting from the Marine Management Organisation is required.





	





 





Devon and Severn Inshore Fisheries and Conservation Authority 
Brixham Laboratory 
Freshwater Quarry 
Brixham
Devon
TQ5 8BA

Want to change how you receive these emails?
You can update your preferences or unsubscribe from this list.
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Objection to proposed change to net fishing in Salcombe estuary

		From

		JC

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



Dear Sirs, 





I object strongly to the proposed changes, I do not believe it is possible to fish for a single species without impacting others adversely, and do not feel economic benefit to fisherman merit this change at the cost of the Salcombe estuary ecosystem and river health.  





Kind regards


Joanna Crane 





Hope House


1 Vine Terrace


TQ7 1AJ
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Allowing netting in Salcombe estuary

		From

		Dave's Angling Adventure's

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



I can't believe your thinking about opening this area to commercial netting . One of a few safe places left in the uk for native species.  And because the commercials have plundered every other species in the area .you want to let them in . Shocking 





David Wood-Brignall 
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Response from the Wyvern Region of the Angling Trust about netting proposals at Salcombe

		From

		Mike Spiller

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



Dear sirs





May I introduce my self, im the secretary of the Wyvern Region of the Angling Trust. Our area we support is basically the same as your ifca area.  We have around 45 sea angling clubs affiliated to us through the Angling Trust.  Many of those clubs and their members have already taken part in the consultation on netting at salcombe. 






By now I believe you would have already received the lengthy document from the Angling Trust over concerns on this utterly mad proposal. 


There is no sense or logic in anything that the bylaws committee have done. It's flawed in every direction from start to finish.  No homework has been done by anyone and any evidence put forward is totally wrong.  We even know that the Dutchy have not even been contacted or even listened to. This is probably the biggest mistake that you could have made in our eyes. 





Why has a inaccurate mortality rate been used on the Bass, you mention 18/19%. These figures were done in near perfect conditions with people that care about fish. Fish were carfully removed from the nets and then put into aerated holding tanks to recover!  What commercial boats will do that, not one single boat. Mortality will be over 50%, what use is that Devon and Severn???





Why has the brown crab fishing been collapsing ??? Not that long ago one of your salcombe crab fisherman boasted at 


the crab festival that he was working over 1200 pots sustainable. Please may we ask what went wrong???  Was he really telling the truth or has he simply wiped them out at the blink of a eye Devon and Severn???.   Worrying now that same salcombe fisherman wants to try and wipe out the mullet in the area.  Spawning Mullet at that!





The list of issues is endless Devon and Severn. We will also be contacting the Dutchy in this instance because it is so flawed.  I always thought that all ifcas always had to carry out work that will prevent things like this ever getting out of the planning stages and support the good things that you are more than capable of carrying out.





Come on, pull your socks up and get on and do positive work please.





Totally baffled 





Mike spiller 


Hon wyvern sec 





Ps. We hold a two day small boat competition at Salcombe every year (45 years this year) we did a simple poll of anglers who have fished it. Bearing in mind its only two days but those anglers spend approx £35000 each year between them, yes £35000 on travel, boat fuel,  food, camping, b and b, launch fees and fishing tackle and bait.  How many ton of mullet would that equate to if a netter earned £35k???  The funny part of this is eventually the anglers wont bother coming because of your massive failings Devon and Severn.
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Consultation on Proposals for Netting within Salcombe Estuary

		From

		Neil Kirk

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



Further to the full and detailed response by the Angling Trust, with which I am fully in agreement, I would like to add my  own individual response.

I have been a regular visitor to the Salcombe Estuary for over 40 years as a holiday maker and recreational angler and am shocked and appalled at the proposal to allow netting in an area recognised and protected for many years as a nursery area for bass.

Your proposals recognise that the proposed netting, whilst aimed at mullet , will have more than 50% of its catch consisting of bass of which you estimate 18.8% mortality. The Angling Trust has submitted in great detail the negative impact on many other organisms within the estuary. 

 I find this proposal totally unacceptable.


Neil Kirk








image10.emf
212 - T1 - 

Kingsbridge Town Council.msg


212 - T1 - Kingsbridge Town Council.msg
Review of the Netting Permit Conditions

		From

		Martin Johnson - Town Clerk

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



Good Afternoon





 





At its full council meeting held on 9th January, Kingsbridge Town Council reflecting upon the Salcombe-Kingsbridge Estuary’s designation as a marine Site of Special Scientific Interest and Local Nature Reserve with the valued presence of Grey Mullet, Sea Bass and other significant and wide-ranging wildlife, which over time would be likely to be adversely affected, that it was strongly opposed to the proposed amendments to existing Netting Permit Conditions for a fixed net fishery within the Estuary.





 





Acknowledgement of the council’s feedback to the consultation would be appreciated. Thank you.





 





Regards





Martin





 





Martin Johnson





Town Clerk





 











 





Quay House





Ilbert Road





Kingsbridge





TQ7 1DZ





Tel: 01548 857073





www.kingsbridge.gov.uk





Kingsbridge Town Council cannot guarantee the security of the e-mail or its contents or that it remains virus free once sent.





This e-mail is strictly confidential and intended solely for the person or organisation to whom it is addressed.  It may contain privileged and confidential information and if you are not the intended recipient, you must not copy, distribute or take any action in reference to it.  If you have received this e-mail in error, please notify us as soon as possible and delete the message from your system.





P Think of the environment...please don't print this e-mail unless you really need to
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Consultation on Salcombe Estuary Netting

		From

		Richard O'Connell

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



  Good afternoon.


                                I write to raise my objection to the proposed increase in netting in the Salcombe Estuary.


              To increase the take of Bass in this manner will severely reduce the already dwindling amount and threaten the sustainability of the species for the future. 





                          Best regards


                                                     Richard O'Connell


                                                              Littlewood House


                                                                     Jubilee Road


                                                                           TOTNES


                                                                                    TQ9 5BP
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Netting in the Salcombe Estuary 

		From

		Marcus Ward

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



1 Cotswold Close


Torquay


TQ2 6UB





Dear sir/madam 





As a recreational sea angler who practises catch and release during my angling activities, I’m truly appalled that anyone would consider allowing netting in what I believe to be a sensitive and protective area like the Kingsbridge and Salcombe area.





For a start the Bass and Guilt head bream grow to a considerable size unprotected similar to the River Tamar where large fish spawn without fear of being decimated by commercial fisherman. 





I’m totally apposed to any commercial fishing in the rivers and more effort should be made to catch the illegal angling in other protective areas in our waters. 





Kind regards 





Marcus Ward 
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Salcombe Estuary Netting Proposal

		From

		Jane Harris

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



Dear Devon & Severn IFCA,












 I am writing to register my disagreement in allowing netting of fish within the Salcombe Estuary. My personal view is that if this is allowed to happen the whole estuary system, plants and fish will be harmed and subsequently potentially destroyed.  The area draws a large number of tourists and netting  practices do nothing to promote the beauty of any area. Infact far from it. Whilst allowing netting may benefit the few who would still seek to wreck what nature has so wisely provided, this is in no way a justification for implementing this crazy proposal.  I can only hope common sense will prevail and that, as the fisheries management organisation you will wake up, see the light and do the right thing.





 





Please register my disapproval and vote against this disastrous netting proposal.












Yours sincerely





Mrs J Harris
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Salcombe netting proposal

		From

		Andrew Thornton

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



Hello,





I have heard that their is consideration being given to allowing netting throughout the Salcombe nursery area.





I bass fish regularly from the shore in areas that are designated bass nurseries and take great care to respect the rules and  release my fish with minimal handling to help maintain stocks within these nursery areas.





Suddenly there is a proposal in the Salcombe nursery to allow netting and therefore a widespread reduction in the wild  fish population in an area that has traditionally been designated a refuse for fish to breed and have the chance to maintain their population away from activity of man.





I would rather see rules that stopped any fishing in nursery areas and limit my small amount of sport if it were for the good of the species involved rather than see stocks decimated by the influx of boats with nets.





The prime concern for all of us should be the welfare and furthering of stocks of fish that are already suffering. Not kicking them while they are down as it were.





Stocks will not support widespread netting as bass grow slowly and ‘keeper’ sized fish will run out and there will be no sexually mature fish remaining.





This proposal if passed will lead to further bass nurseries around the country being emptied and make a mockery of the term ‘bass nursery’.





As sport fisherman we have strict size limits, months that we can take fish and limits on numbers of fish that we can take. This is in theory as i am sure the majority of bass are returned.





Again this proposal in Salcombe makes our efforts so far to preserve any fish stocks appear futile.





Please allow some sanctuaries for our wildlife instead of putting a monetary value on our natural history in this country.





Thank You,





Dr Andrew Thornton 





Salisbury,


Wiltshire





Sent from my iPhone
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Proposals for the netting of Salcombe Estuary

		From

		parker_janet2@sky.com

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



Dear Sir / Madam





Following a lengthy discussion at our recent club meeting, I have been requested on behalf of the Department of the Environment (DOESAC) to respond to the proposed netting of the Salcombe Estuary.





Our Club consists of 50 members, who regularly fish the Salcombe Estuary & were surprised & amazed at  the proposals.





The D.O.E.S.A.C. is 100% against the proposals.





We feel that the timing over the Christmas period for response, was aimed at trying to slip through under the radar, also that the Duchy were not made aware of any of the proposal.





The DOESAC feel that the intended netting of Mullet only would also catch many other species including Bass, Gilthead Bream, Trigger Fish & Flounder, if the net was not taught then it would become a tangle net. then a lot of juvenile fish would also be trapped. 





The stated 18.8% sustainable mortality rate for bass is questionable, handling of fish within a live fishery would cause a higher mortality if not damage to fishes fins, gills, scales etc, 





Mullet a shole fish, do not reach maturity until 12 years old, we doubt with the small narrow estuaries would reach that age if netting were allowed.





Apart from other species of fish it would put other wild Life in danger such as otters, seals, birds & sea horses .etc.





We feel that net fishing for mullet would not be a sustainable fishery for long with irreparable damage damage to the ecology of the estuary.





We feel extremely vexed that the proposal has come about because of the commercials poor management of the brown crab industry, only a few years ago claiming it was a sustainable fishery, how long before the netting of mullet will become an unsustainable fishery, not long I am sure.





Hopefully the proposal will not go ahead, but if it does then it would open it up for other estuaries & river systems & becoming baren with no natural wildlife & habitat.





Kind Regards





Alex Parker





Chairman DOESAC (Plymouth)  
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Wembury MCA Group - Response to Consultation on Review of Netting Permit Conditions

		From

		Paul Naylor

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



Dear Devon and Severn IFCA





I am responding to your consultation on the Review of the Netting Permit Conditions on behalf of the Wembury Marine Conservation Area Advisory Group of which I am chair. We have an interest in the overall health and conservation of the marine environment as well as our role at Wembury and have serious concerns about some of the proposed changes in this review.






We would like to make the following points on topics under review:






The opening of a fixed net fishery in the Salcombe Estuary





*	We have grave concerns about this proposal and believe it goes against marine conservation, care for valuable and sensitive estuarine environments, and the long-term health of fisheries.


*	A major justification behind the hard-won protection for estuaries from netting is that they are valuable nursery habitats for commercial fish species. Damaging them by removing fish for the sake of short-term commercial gain is therefore counter productive in the longer term. We are very worried about where application of this harmful logic could lead.


*	Netting will kill large numbers of fish including breeding stock and has the potential to damage sensitive habitats such as seagrass beds and other biotopes that are important to the estuary’s overall ecosystem, and its function as a fish nursery. 


*	The netting will kill a large number of other fish in addition to the targeted grey mullet and this will occur at all times. A significant proportion of the bass caught will be killed for example, even when they are not allowed to be landed.


*	Netting trials indicate that nearly 20% of bass caught are killed, so the proportion that are damaged such that their fitness and reproductive capacity is reduced will be much larger. This will also apply to other species.


*	We understand that illegal netting in estuaries is a major problem in the South West and that IFCAs, with their serious resource constraints, rely heavily on public reporting of illegal activity to be able to prevent it. We are very concerned that allowing some netting activity within a site such as the Salcombe Estuary (albeit with management controls) will make reporting and prevention of illegal netting much less likely. It will confuse the issue so that people who observe illegal netting may assume it is ‘probably allowable now’.





Changes to recreational netting activity





*	We do not agree with the permitting of longer nets (singly or in combination) by recreational fishers as they will cause more environmental damage and are more likely to be snagged and lost than shorter nets; and there is no commercial justification.


*	Bag limits should be set at the lowest levels to protect stocks and environment, particularly as we understand that catches should be for personal consumption only.





Introduction of additional minimum conservation reference sizes and maximum soak times for nets





*	We would welcome these measures as promoting conservation and reducing damage to the marine environment.


*	We strongly support any measures that reduce lost netting gear and the resulting ‘ghost-fishing’ and pollution. As proposed, responsibility for net retrieval must lie with the net operator according to the ‘polluter pays’ principle.


*	Given their impact on the marine environment when lost, we consider all fishing nets should be tagged, preferably with tags issued by the IFCA. Information on lost nets and operational (and, where available, ‘ghost-fishing’) bycatch should be retained and reported in the public domain. Requirements should be checked by inspection, unannounced wherever practical.





Thank you for seeking our views.






Could you please acknowledges receipt of this response?





Yours faithfully.





Dr Paul Naylor - Chair, Wembury Marine Conservation Area Advisory Group


07767 364949
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